230.    WHAT TO DO?
Mr. Jayaker's address has been followed by a conference of all
Maharashtra at Akola. Mr. Jayakar is a thinker, he loves his
country. He commands and deserves respectful attention. Those
who gathered together at Akola are earnest, patriotic, seasoned
soldiers. They are amongst the boldest and the most disciplined
workers in the land. And one has to pause and think when they
dissent from a programme.
Mr. Jayakar's address and the proceedings of the Akola con-
ference have made me think furiously. There is no difficulty about
understanding and appreciating the suggested modifications. It is
a programme, if I may venture to say so, of unbelief. It is based
upon the assumption that swaraj is not attainable within a short
time and that we must make such use as we can of the existing
machinery with a view to improving it. The programme now
being worked is based upon the belief that the existing machinery
is worthless and its use only retards our progress and distracts
attention.
The corner-stone of the national movement is non-co-operation
with violence whether of the pen or the sword. Education and
legislation are the instruments today in the hands of the violent.
To make use of their law-courts or their legislatures or their schools
is to take part in their violence. There is a fundamental distinction
between the two processes. The one is aseptic and the other
antiseptic. They are diametrically opposite. In the one you rely
upon the inherent purity of the system to destroy all poisonous
germs that have entered the body, and in the other you resort
to outside applications, stronger poisons to destroy the intruding
germs. Both may be effective but they cannot be used at the
same time, We definitely rejected the antiseptic treatment last
year. The majority at Maharashtra frankly suggest a return.
We are no longer in the dark. We have the results of
fifteen months* working of the new methods. Rejection of courts,
schools and councils is an integral part of the programme. We
may not give up parts because we have not achieved full success,
if we are convinced that in themselves they are desirable. Although
we have not succeeded in emptying the three institutions we have
demolished their prestige. They neither worry nor dazzle us.
That many parents, many lawyers and many law-givers have not
responded, shows that we must make a greater attempt to wean